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The Honorable Richard B. Cheney
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Dear Mr. President:
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Act, 2002; and P.L. 107-68, the Legislative Branch Appropriations Act, 2002.

Sincerely,
Wé“@#;ﬁﬁ,.

Mitchell E. Daniels, Jr.
Director

Enclosure

Identical Letter Sent to The Honorable Richard B. Cheney



Table 1.
Estimates Contained in P.L. 107-63
Department of the Interior and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2002
(in millions of dollars)

FY 2002

BA

oL

EMERGENCY APPROPRIATIONS
CBO ESTIMATE, EMERGENCY SPENDING ..ottt i e e e eeee. 400

Scorekeeping Differences:

Department of Agriculture:
Forest Service:

Wildland fire ManNagEMENT ...........uuuuiiieeiiiiiiiiiiieeeie e eerrrerreeraeeeaeeeaeeeeees -1
Budget authority difference is due to rounding. OMB has higher estimates of outlays
from new authority than CBO.

Department of the Interior:
Bureau of Land Management:

CBO rounding adjUSTMENT........ooiiiiiiiie et eee st e et eeeesseeeeeeneeeeees 1
CBO uses this account to bring account level detail (tracked in thousands) in line with
the bill total (tracked in millions).

Technical Outlay Estimating Differences:

Department of the Interior:
Bureau of Land Management:

Wildland fire ManNagEMIENL............uuu it et e e e ren e e reaae renee e araaanennnnna
OMB has lower estimates of outlays from new authority (-$2 million) and higher
estimates of prior-year authority ($150 million) than CBO.

289

60

148

TOTAL DIFFERENCES. .. ..ottt e e e e e e e e e e nen s ---

208

OMB ESTIMATE, EMERGENCY APPROPRIATIONS..... ..o 400
NON-EMERGENCY CONSERVATION APPROPRIATIONS
CBO ESTIMATE, NON-EMERGENCY CONSERVATION APPROPRIATIONS...........cccviieenen. 1,320

Technical Outlay Estimating Differences:

Department of Agriculture:
Forest Service:

Capital improvement and MaiNtENANCE............uiiiiiiiiiiiiieeir it a e e ae e
OMB has higher estimates of outlays from new authority ($15 million) and lower
estimates from prior-year authority (-$4 million) than CBO.

Land aCcqUISILION @CCOUNTS. .. ... i. ittt e et et e e et e e e e e e e e e e ee e e r e e eaeaeaee e en e
OMB has higher estimates of outlays from new authority ($46 million) and prior-year
authority ($15 million) than CBO.

497

1,029

11

61




Table 1.
Estimates Contained in P.L. 107-63

Department of the Interior and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2002

(in millions of dollars)

FY 2002

BA

oL

Department of the Interior:
Bureau of Land Management:

Management Of 1ands @nd FESOUICES..........uuuiiiiiiiiitie e e e e e e e
OMB has higher estimates of outlays from new authority ($15 million) and lower
estimates of outlays from prior-year authority (-$8 million) than CBO.

National Park Service:

Land acquisition and State asSIiSTANCE ..........ouiii it e e e
OMB has lower estimates of outlays from new authority (-$30 million) and prior-year
authority (-$19 million) than CBO.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service:

Landowner incentive program... .
OMB has higher estimates of outlays ($22 m|II|on) from new authorlty than CBO

Other technical outlay estimating differenCes. ...

TOTAL DIFFERENCES. .. .. e e e e e e e e e e e e e e et e eteaaeeee s

OMB ESTIMATE, NON-EMERGENCY CONSERVATION APPROPRIATIONS.........cccccvvevieenne
NON-EMERGENCY OTHER DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS

CBO ESTIMATE, NON-EMERGENCY OTHER DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS...........

Scorekeeping Differences:

Department of the Interior:
Minerals Management Service:

Royalty and offshore minerals management........... oo
The budget authority difference is due to rounding. OMB has higher estimates of
outlays from new authority ($4 million) and lower estimates of outlays from prior-year
authority (-$6 million) than CBO.

National Park Service:

Historic preservation fUNd..............uueii e e e
The budget authority difference is due to rounding. OMB has higher estimates of
outlays from new authority ($2 million) and prior-year authority ($2 million).

Bureau of Indian Affairs:

Operation Of INAIaN PrOgraMIS........iiiiieeiee e nenanranes
The budget authority difference is due to rounding. OMB has higher estimates of
outlays from new authority ($19 million) and lower estimates of outlays from prior-year
authority (-$67 million).

CBO FY 2001 Supplemental adjuUSIMENT............uuuuruiriiiirriiirieeeeeeeireeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeerreeeeeereeeereeerreeeeen
CBO includes FY 2002 effects of P.L. 107-29, the FY 2001 Supplemental

Appropriations Act, in this bill; OMB reported the FY 2002 effects of the Supplemental
Act in the 7-day-after report for P.L. 107-20, issued on August 13, 2001.

22

23

75

1,104

16,699




Table 1.
Estimates Contained in P.L. 107-63

Department of the Interior and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2002

(in millions of dollars)

FY 2002

oL

CBO rounding ajUSTMENT. .....coii ittt e e e e st e e e e e s e s abbeeeeea e e s aanbbeeeeaeaeeaannne

CBO uses this account to bring account level detail (tracked in thousands) in line with
the bill total (tracked in millions).

Technical Outlay Estimating Differences:

Department of Agriculture:

Forest Service:

Capital improvement and MaINtENANCE............ciiiiiiiiiiiiieieeeeeee e

OMB has higher estimates of outlays from new authority ($120 million) and prior-year
authority ($6 million) than CBO.

Forest and rangeland reSEarCh............oov v

OMB has lower estimates of outlays from new authority (-$12 million) and higher
estimates of outlays from prior-year authority ($27 million) than CBO.

Wildland fire ManagemENT ..........ooiiiiiiiiiiee et e e e e e e e eeae e e s aaees

OMB has higher estimates of outlays from new authority ($428 million) and lower
estimates of outlays from prior-year authority (-$206 million) than CBO.

Department of Energy:

ENEIQY CONSEIVALION. ... .. it ittt et eee e et e e e e e ettt ettt et e et e e ste e e e e e e e b aeneeeas

OMB has higher estimates of outlays from new authority ($46 million) and prior-year
authority ($10 million) than CBO.

Fossil energy research and deVelopmMENL............uuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e

OMB has higher estimates of outlays from new authority ($52 million) and prior-year
authority ($18 million) than CBO.

Department of Health and Human Services:

INdian Health SEIVICES. ... e e e e e e e e
OMB has higher estimates of outlays from prior-year authority ($53 million) than CBO.

Department of the Interior:

Bureau of Land Management:

Management Of [aNAS N FESOUICES........uuuuueueiiieiiieiiieetiiie e ren e e e e ee e e eaaeneeens

OMB has higher estimates of outlays from new authority ($23 million) and lower
estimates of outlays from prior-year authority (-$8 million) than CBO.

Wildland fire ManagEMIENL............uuuuuiiiiiiieiiiii et e e e s e e e re e reee e arnaanannane

OMB has higher estimates of outlays from new authority ($58 million) and from prior-
year authority ($40 million) than CBO.

Office of Surface Mining:

Abandoned mine reclamation fUNG............ooouuii e e e

OMB has lower estimates of outlays from new authority (-$1 million) and prior-year
authority (-$53 million) than CBO.

-7 -

-~ 222

56

70




Table 1.
Estimates Contained in P.L. 107-63
Department of the Interior and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2002
(in millions of dollars)

FY 2002
BA OL

U.S. Geological Survey:

Surveys, investigations, and reSEArCH. ... 71
OMB has higher estimates of outlays from new authority ($28 million) and prior-year
authority ($43 million) than CBO.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service:

RESOUICE MANAGEIMENT . ..ciii ittt et e et e e e et et e et e e et e et et ea e aen e 142
OMB has higher estimates of outlays from new authority ($25 million) and prior-year
authority ($117 million) than CBO.
National Park Service:

Operation of the national Park SYStEM ... it e e 18
OMB has lower estimates of outlays from new authority (-$84 million) and higher
estimates of outlays from prior-year authority ($102 million) than CBO.

(O] 0153 { (1 Tod o] o TP TP PP PPRRTT 32
OMB has lower estimates of outlays from new authority (-$7 million) and higher
estimates of outlays from prior-year authority ($39 million) than CBO.

Office of the Special Trustee for American Indians:

Office of the Special Trustee for American INdians...........ccccoiiiiiiiiiiiie e 11
OMB has higher estimates of outlays from prior-year authority ($11 million) than CBO.

Smithsonian Institution:

0] 0 111 18T 1 TP 25
OMB has higher estimates of outlays from new authority ($3 million) and prior-year
authority ($22 million) than CBO.

Construction, JFK Center for the Performing ArtS........cooi i e, 12
OMB has higher estimates of outlays from new authority ($6 million) and prior-year
authority ($6 million) than CBO.

Presidio Trust: -25

OMB has lower estimates of outlays from new authority (-$69 million) and higher
estimates of outlays from prior-year authority ($44 million) than CBO.

Institute of Museum and Library Services :

Office of Museum Services: Grants and administration............ccoovvieviiiiiiiie i e, 10
OMB has higher estimates of outlays from new authority ($12 million) and lower
estimates of outlays from prior-year authority (-$2 million) than CBO.

Other technical outlay estimating differeNCES. ... 3

TOTAL DIFFERENCES. ... .o -6 813

OMB ESTIMATE, NON-EMERGENCY OTHER DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS...... ... 17,394 17,512




Table 2.
Estimates Contained in P.L. 107-64
Military Construction Appropriations Act, 2002
(in millions of dollars)

FY 2002
BA OL

OTHER DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS
CBO ESTIMATE, OTHER DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS. ... 10,500 9,190

Scorekeeping Differences:

Note: Section 132 of P.L. 107-64 includes an across-the-board rescission to all
accounts in the Act except for the Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) Account
and the NATO Security and Investment Program Account. CBO scores the impact of
section 132 as a general reduction to the bill. OMB scores the reduction by account.

Department of Defense:

Base Realignment and Closure (BRAQC).........coo s 1 =277
The BA difference is due to rounding. In addition, OMB has lower estimates of outlays
from new authority (-$7 million) and lower estimates of outlays from prior-year authority
(-$270 million).

Foreign Currency FIUCTUAION ACCOUNL..........uuuuuuueiiieirreerireerreeereeerreeeeeeereeeeeeeererrreerrrerrreerereeeee 60
Section 130 of the Act rescinds $60 million from the Foreign Currency Fluctuation
Account, Construction. CBO scored the impact of section 130 into this account in the
Operation and Maintenance bureau.

Foreign Currency Fluctuation Account, CONSIIUCHION..........ccvviiiiiiiiiiiiieee e, -60
Section 130 of the Act rescinds $60 million from the Foreign Currency Fluctuation
Account, Construction. CBO scored the impact of section 130 into the Foreign
Currency Fluctuation account in the Operation and Maintenance bureau.

Military CONSIUCTION, ATTTNY .. .uutiiieeieteeeeeeeeeeeeee e eeereeeereeereeeeateaaea e e e eeneesae e easaennen e eneeen -20 -78
The BA difference is due to differing treatment of section 132, as explained above. In
addition, OMB has lower estimates of outlays from new authority (-$1 million) and
lower estimates of outlays from prior-year authority (-$77 million).

Military CONSTIUCTION, NAVY......coiiiiiiiie e e v e et e eae e ne e r e eeeasnenaenens -13 -155
The BA difference is due to differing treatment of section 132, as explained above. In
addition, OMB has lower estimates of outlays from new authority (-$34 million) and
lower estimates of outlays from prior-year authority (-$121 million).

Military CONSLrUCLION, Al FOICE. ... e e e e e ee e eeeaeen -13 -16
The BA difference is due to differing treatment of section 132, as explained above. In
addition, OMB has lower estimates of outlays from new authority (-$2 million) and
lower estimates of outlays from prior-year authority (-$14 million).

Military Construction, DEefENSE-WIE..........vuviiiiiiiiiiiiiee e e e e e -9 -54
The BA difference is due to differing treatment of section 132, as explained above. In
addition, OMB has higher estimates of outlays from new authority ($19 million) and
lower estimates of outlays from prior-year authority (-$73 million).




Table 2.
Estimates Contained in P.L. 107-64
Military Construction Appropriations Act, 2002
(in millions of dollars)

FY 2002
BA OL

Military CONStruCtion, AFMY RESEIVE. ... ...uuuuuuiiueiriieriieereeereeerreeeeeeeeee e ae e easaen e ene e een -2 -3
The BA difference is due to differing treatment of section 132, as explained above. In
addition, OMB has higher estimates of outlays from new authority ($3 million) and
lower estimates of outlays from prior-year authority (-$6 million).

Military Construction, Naval RESEIVE...........oooiiiiiiiiei e e v e ee e e en e -1 -6
The BA difference is due to differing treatment of section 132, as explained above. In
addition, OMB has higher estimates of outlays from new authority ($1 million) and
lower estimates of outlays from prior-year authority (-$7 million).

Military Construction, Air FOICE RESEIVE.........ccui i e e e -1 -1
The BA difference is due to differing treatment of section 132, as explained above. In
addition, OMB has lower estimates of outlays from prior-year authority (-$1 million).

Military Construction, Army National GUAKT. ............couiiiuiiiiiiiieen e e eee e -5 -6
The BA difference is due to differing treatment of section 132, as explained above. In
addition, OMB has higher estimates of outlays from new authority ($8 million) and
lower estimates of outlays from prior-year authority (-$14 million).

Military Construction, Air National GUard................ooooiiiiiii i e e ea e e een s -3 10
The BA difference is due to differing treatment of section 132, as explained above. In
addition, OMB has lower estimates of outlays from new authority (-$1 million) and
higher estimates of outlays from prior-year authority ($11 million).

Family HOUSING, ANY ...t et et et e e et e e e e et ret e ret e e e e eaeenees -16 -17
The BA difference is due to differing treatment of section 132, as explained above. In
addition, OMB has higher estimates of outlays from new authority ($6 million) and
lower estimates of outlays from prior-year authority (-$23 million).

Family Housing, Navy and Maring COMPS. ... ..c. ottt e e e e e e eenene -14 6
The BA difference is due to differing treatment of section 132, as explained above. In
addition, OMB has lower estimates of outlays from new authority (-$7 million) and
higher estimates of outlays from prior-year authority ($13 million).

Family HOUSING, Al FOICE ... .. ittt e e e e e e e e e e e e e -16 -74
The BA difference is due to differing treatment of section 132, as explained above. In
addition, OMB has lower estimates of outlays from new authority (-$37 million) and
lower estimates of outlays from prior-year authority (-$37 million).

CBO rounding adjustment SECHON 132, ... .ottt et e e e e e e e e re e e e e e e 113 28
The BA difference is due to differing treatment of section 132, as explained above. In
addition, OMB has higher estimates of outlays from new authority ($28 million) than
CBO.
CBO FY 2001 Supplemental AQJUSIMENT....... ..ot e e e e -43

CBO includes FY 2002 effects of P.L. 107-20, the FY 2001 Supplemental
Appropriations Act, in this bill;, OMB reported the FY 2002 effects of the Supplemental
Act in the 7-day-after report for P.L. 107-20, issued on August 13, 2001.




Table 2.
Estimates Contained in P.L. 107-64
Military Construction Appropriations Act, 2002
(in millions of dollars)

FY 2002

BA

oL

CBO rounding adjustment...

CBO uses this account to bnng account Ievel deta|I (tracked in thousands) in I|ne W|th

the bill total (tracked in millions).
Technical Outlay Estimating Differences:

Department of Defense:

NATO Security INVESIMENT PrOQIam.........uuuuuireuureirieerrererreerenerreerreeeererereeeeeeerrrerrn

OMB has higher estimates of outlays from new authority ($12 million) and lower
estimates of outlays from prior-year authority (-$109 million).

Family Housing Improvement Fund..

OMB has lower estimates of outlays from new authorlty ( $1 m|II|on) and hlgher

estimates of outlays from prior-year authority ($33 million).

Other Technical Outlay Estimating DIifferenCes........c.ovviiie i e e
TOTAL DIFFERENCES. .. oot e e e e e e e e e e e et e e e
OMB ESTIMATE, OTHER DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS..........ccccoii i

32

-760

8,430




Table 3.
Estimates Contained in P.L. 107-66
Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act, 2002
(in millions of dollars)

FY 2002
BA OL

OTHER DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS

CBO ESTIMATE, OTHER DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS.........oi oo o

Scorekeeping Differences:

Department of Energy:
Energy Programs:

Federal energy regulatory commission fees and recoveries.. e
CBO estimates offsetting collections equal to spending. OMB estlmates offsettlng
collections in excess of the appropriation to the account.

Corps of Engineers:

San Gabriel basin restoration FUNd...............ueiiiiiiiiiii e
CBO assumes $12 million of funding for the San Gabriel Basin restoration fund in the
Corps of Engineers; OMB assumes $12 million of funding for this account in the
Department of the Interior. CBO shows receipts and expenditures in the same
account; OMB tracks the expenditure account, two receipt accounts (for Federal and
non-Federal contributions) and the interest account separately. CBO assumes no non-
Federal contribution; OMB assumes a non-Federal contribution of $9 million. CBO
assumes a spendout rate of 60 percent; OMB assumes a rate of 100 percent. CBO
assumes no outlays from prior-year balances; OMB shows outlays from prior-year
authority totaling $16 million.

Non-federal contributions, San Gabriel basin restoration fund..

OMB assumes $9 million in non-Federal contributions and shows these recelpts ina

separate account. CBO does not have a similar account.

INland waterways trUST FUNC............uuuieeiiiiiiiiiiii e er e e eereereeeereeeaeeeaeeeeees
CBO assumes $61 million for the inland waterway trust fund contribution based on the

FY 2002 Budget. OMB uses an updated estimate of $79 million to reflect conference
bill project differences from the Budget. CBO assumes no outlays from prior-year
balances. OMB shows outlays from prior-year balances totaling $16 million.

[ P2 U o Lo T V=TT (= = Vg o =TSSR
CBO assumes a harbor maintenance trust fund contribution of $675 million based on
the FY 2002 Budget. OMB uses an updated estimate of $719 million to reflect
conference bill project differences from the Budget. CBO uses a dredged material
disposal rate of $9 million. OMB uses the dredged material disposal figure cited in the
conference report of $5 million.

CONSLIUCLION, GENETAL.....ciiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeee e
CBO assumes a rate for the inland waterway trust fund contribution based on the FY
2002 Budget. OMB uses an updated estimate to reflect conference bill project
differences from the Budget. CBO assumes a higher outlay rate for dredge disposal.
CBO assumes lower outlays from prior-year authority than does OMB.

24,596 24,770

-26 -26
-3 18
-9 -9
18 22

44 44

-14 258




Table 3.
Estimates Contained in P.L. 107-66
Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act, 2002
(in millions of dollars)

FY 2002
BA oL
Operation and Maintenance, geNEral...........coouiii oot neennes -48 -51
CBO assumes a rate for the harbor maintenance contribution based on the FY 2002
Budget. OMB uses an updated estimate to reflect conference bill project differences
from the Budget. CBO assumes a spendout rate of 80 percent and OMB assumes a
spendout rate of 75 percent.
Denali Commission:
Denali Commission truSt FUN...... ..o e e e e e e e 11 11
The difference in budget authority and outlays is due to CBO’s scoring of the Denali
Commission trust fund in the FY 2002 Agriculture and Rural Development
Appropriations bill. OMB scores the trust fund appropriation in the Energy and Water
Development Appropriations bill.
Department of the Interior:
Water and related FESOUICES. .. ..uiiie ittt eee e e ettt e e e s e r e e e e e e et e e e e e e s e snneeeeeeeeessnnenees 12 -4
CBO assumes $12 million of funding for the San Gabriel Basin restoration fund in the
Corps of Engineers. OMB assumes $12 million of funding for this account in the
Department of the Interior. CBO assumes lower outlays from prior-year balances than
does OMB. CBO assumes an outlay rate of 65 percent. OMB assumes an outlay rate
of 60 percent.
Contributions from project beneficiaries, Utah mitigation..............ccccceeiniiiiiiiiiieee, -6 -6
OMB shows the receipts for contributions from project beneficiaries in a separate
account. CBO does not have a companion account.
CBO FY 2001 Supplemental adjuUSTMENT...........uuuuuriireiiireiiieieeeieeeereereeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeerreeeeerereeereeererereen -1 -290
CBO includes FY 2002 effects of the P.L. 107-20, FY 2001 Supplemental
Appropriations Act, in this bill; OMB reported the FY 2002 effects of the Supplemental
Act in the 7-day-after report for P.L. 107-20, issued on August 13, 2001.
Technical Outlay Estimating Differences:
Department of Energy:
National Nuclear Security Administration:
WEAPONS ACHVILIES. ..cei i i ittt e e e e et et et e e et e e e e e e s e e e e ns -24
CBO estimates higher outlays from prior-year balances than OMB.
Cerro Grande fire ACHVILIES. .. ....iiiiie e e e e e e e e e e e -43
CBO estimates higher outlays from prior-year balances than OMB.
Office Of the AdMINISIFALON. ... ...t e e e e e e e e e e 58
CBO assumes a first-year spendout rate of 80 percent, OMB assumes a first-year
spendout rate of 83 percent.
Environmental and Other Defense Activities:
Other defenSe ACHVITIES. .. ..o i e e e e e et e -20

CBO estimates higher outlays from prior-year balances than OMB. CBO assumes a
first-year spendout rate of 65 percent. OMB assumes a first-year spendout rate of 75
percent.




Table 3.
Estimates Contained in P.L. 107-66
Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act, 2002
(in millions of dollars)

FY 2002
BA oL
Defense environmental management privatization.............oooooooiiiiiiinee s e e -72
CBO assumes a first-year spendout rate of 53 percent. OMB assumes first-year
outlays of zero.
Energy Programs:
Uranium facilities maintenance and remediation............ccccccoiiiuiiiiiiiei e -28
CBO assumes a first-year spendout rate of 70 percent. OMB assumes a first-year
spendout rate of 62 percent.
Nuclear waste disposal... . 20
CBO assumes a first- year spendout rate of 80 percent OMB assumes a flrst year
spendout rate of 50 percent. CBO estimates lower outlays from prior-year balances
than does OMB.
Power Marketing Administration:
Construction, rehabilitation, operation and maintenance, WAPA.. . . -10
CBO assumes a first-year spendout rate of 50 percent. OMB assumes a flrst year
spendout rate of 45 percent.
Appalachian Regional Commission:
Appalachian Regional COMMISSION. .......uuuuiuuriiiiiiieiiiirieeerereereereeeerreeereeerrerreerrreerererererareeereeee 10
CBO assumes a first-year spendout rate of 10 percent. OMB assumes a first-year
spendout rate of 33 percent.
Denali Commission:
(1T o= 1T O o1 0] 011 13
CBO assumes a first-year spendout rate of 55 percent. OMB assumes a first-year
spendout rate of 67 percent.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission:
Nuclear Regulatory COMMUSSION........uiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieie ettt ea e e e e e e e e aa e e e e e aaeaaaaaeaaaaaaaaaes -28
CBO assumes a first-year spendout rate of 70 percent and OMB assumes a first-year
spendout rate of 75 percent. CBO estimates higher outlays from prior-year balances
than does OMB.
Department of the Interior:
Bureau of Reclamation:
California Bay-Delta restoration fund.............co.o i e e -49
CBO assumes outlays from prior-year balances totaling $49 million. OMB does not
assume any prior-year outlays.
Other technical outlay estimating differenCes..........cooii i e -1
TOTAL OTHER DISCRETIONARY DIFFERENCES.........cotti ittt se e -22 -207
OMB ESTIMATE, OTHER DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS.............c.ccceevciianannnn.. ... 24,574 24, 563




Table 4.
Estimates Contained in P.L. 107-67
Treasury and General Government Appropriations Act, 2002
(in millions of dollars)

FY 2002
BA oL
OTHER DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS
CBO ESTIMATE, OTHER DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS .......coviiiiiieeeeeeecceeviiee e 17,069 16,256
Scorekeeping Differences:
Department of the Treasury:
Customs Services at Small Airports (offsetting receipts)........cueeevveeiiiiiiiiiei e 3 3
CBO scores $3 million in offsetting receipts as discretionary while OMB scores the
receipts as mandatory.
United States Mint, Public Enterprise FUNd...........ccooiiiiiiiiivveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeenees -4 -11
CBO and OMB have different estimates for the amount of capital stock and it's
depreciation.
General Service Administration:
Federal BUildiNgS FUNG...........uu i eeeeeeeseeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeereeeereereeeeeeees 2 37
The budget authority difference is due to rounding that occurs as a result of various
sub-account splits. Outlay differences are due to CBO using lower first-year spendout
rates and different estimates of prior-year outlays.
Morris K. Udall Scholarship and Excellence in National Environmental Policy Foundation:
Morris K. Udall Scholarship and Excellence in National Environmental Policy Foundation.... -1 -2
The budget authority difference is the result of rounding.
CBO rounding aQjUSTMENT. ......coiiiiiiiiee ettt e e e et e e e e e e s eae e e e e e e s e s aanbbeeeaaans -1
CBO uses this account to bring account level detail (tracked in thousands) in line with
the bill total (tracked in millions).
Technical Outlay Estimating Differences:
Department of the Treasury:
Departmental Offices, Salaries and EXPENSES. .......ccuiii i 28
CBO estimates outlays from new authority as $2 million less than OMB and outlays
from prior-year authority as $26 million less than OMB.
Treasury Building and Annex Repair and Restoration ........cccccccvvvvviiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeeeee 12
CBO assumes a 24 percent first-year spendout rate while OMB assumes a 72 percent
first-year spendout rate.
Treasury FranChiSe FUNG.............e it e e e e e e e -9
CBO assumes no outlays for this account.
Acquisitions, Construction, Improvements, and Related Expenses (FLETC) ........cccccceeeennne 9
CBO estimates prior-year outlays as $9 million lower than OMB.
Laboratory Facilities and Headquarters (Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms)............. 10
CBO estimates prior-year outlays as $10 million lower than OMB.
Bureau of Engraving and Printing FUNG...........c..uuiiiiiiie e 20

CBO assumes no outlays for this account.




Table 4.
Estimates Contained in P.L. 107-67
Treasury and General Government Appropriations Act, 2002
(in millions of dollars)

FY 2002

BA

oL

Business System MOEIMIZAtION.........cooee e e e
CBO assumes a 10 percent first-year spendout rate while OMB assumes a 37 percent
first-year spendout rate. OMB also estimates $40 million more than CBO in prior-year
outlays.

Federal Drug Control Programs:

High Intensity Drug Trafficking Areas PrOgram..............euueurueerreeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeereereeeerseerseeeseeeee
CBO assumes a 25 percent first-year spendout rate while OMB assumes a 32 percent
first-year spendout rate. OMB also estimates $34 million more than CBO in prior-year
outlays.

Special FOrfeiture FUNG..........oooiiii e nnnennnrnnes
CBO assumes a 30 percent first-year spendout rate while OMB assumes a 60 percent
first-year spendout rate. OMB also estimates $13 million more than CBO in prior-year
outlays.

General Service Administration:

[0 01V 10 0 1T o | ST PTTT
CBO assumes a 25 percent first-year spendout rate while OMB assumes a 90 percent
first-year spendout rate.

National Archives and Record Administration:

National Historic Publications and Records COMMISSION...........uuuuuueriirirremieeenineerneerreereeeeeeeee.
CBO assumes a 50 percent first-year spendout rate while OMB assumes a 100
percent first-year spendout rate.

Repairs and RESIOrAtION. .........oi i e e e abbaeeeeaaeas
CBO assumes a 18 percent first-year spendout rate while OMB assumes a 45 percent
first-year spendout rate, and a difference of $19 million in prior-year outlays.

Other technical outlay estimating differenNCeS..........oooiiiiiiiii e
TOTAL DIFFERENGCES. ...ttt ettt e e e e e st e e e e e s e e nnbaaeeaaaee s e
OMB ESTIMATE, OTHER DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS...........cccovviiiiiiieiiiee e .

146

49

59

46

-117

287

17,068

16,543




Table 5.
Estimates Contained in P.L. 107-68
Legislative Branch Appropriations Act, 2002
(in millions of dollars)

FY 2002
BA oL
OTHER DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS
CBO ESTIMATE, NON-DEFENSE DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS........ccccceeiviiieeeiee. 2,974 2,941
Scorekeeping Differences:
Legislative Branch:
Architect of the Capitol -- Capitol buildings, salaries and eXpenses..........ccccccvvvviiiiieeieeeeninee -1 4
The budget authority difference results from differences in rounding. OMB estimates
higher outlays from new authority ($6 million) and lower outlays from prior-year
authority (-$2 million) than CBO.
CBO rounding adjUSTMENT. ......oii ittt e ettt e e e e e s s s sanbb e eeaa e e s e anbbrreeeaaeeeaaans 1
CBO scaores the bill total in thousands and then rounds the total in millions. This
adjustment brings the detail (scored in millions) in line with the total.
CBO FY 2001 Supplemental adjuUSIMENT............uuuuuuiriiiiieiieiieeeieeeereeeeeeereeeeeeeereeeereeereerreeereeereeeeeen -43
CBO includes FY 2002 effects of P.L. 107-20, the FY 2001 Supplemental
Appropriations Act, in this bill;, OMB reported the FY 2002 effects of the Supplemental
Act in the 7-day-after report for P.L. 107-20, issued on August 13, 2001.
Technical Outlay Estimating Differences:
Legislative Branch:
T=] Lo L= T TP PP TP TP PTTPPTRRRRRRTN 34
OMB estimates higher outlays from new authority ($79 million) and lower outlays from
prior-year authority (-$45 million) than CBO.
HOUSE Of REPIESENIALIVES. .. ... ittt et et e e e e e e e e e e e et e e eee s 22
OMB estimates higher outlays from new authority ($43 million) and lower outlays from
prior-year authority (-$21 million) than CBO.
N (o1 o 1 1=T 0 0 E T PP PRRPR -12
OMB estimates higher outlays from new authority ($8 million) and lower outlays from
prior-year authority (-$20 million) than CBO.
Architect Of the CapitOl..........ooooiiiii i r e e rrrrerrrnee 49
OMB estimates higher outlays from new authority ($11 million) and higher outlays from
prior-year authority ($38 million) than CBO.
(o] = 1V o)l @o ] [0 | £ TP PPUPPPPRRPN -23
OMB estimates higher outlays from new authority ($6 million) and lower outlays from
prior-year authority (-$29 million) than CBO.
Other technical outlay estimating differenCes............coooor i -5
TOTAL DIFFERENCES.......cccteiie ittt ettt e et e e ste e e s sttt e e e sttt e e e antae e e e st taeeeeassseeesansaeeeeanns 26
OMB ESTIMATE, NON-DEFENSE DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS...........cccccveeviinneenne 2,974 2,967




Table 6.
ENACTED APPROPRIATIONS AS OF November 23, 2001
(in millions of dollars)

FY 2001 FY 2002
BA Outlays BA Outlays
Highway Category Spending
Highway Category spending imits  ..........ccooveveveeeeeeeeeeeee e 26,920 28,489
Total Enacted, Highway Category Spending........cccccceveeeevivivvnnnnn. 26,897
Total Enacted, Highway Category Spending........ccccccveeeeevivivvnnnnnn, 26,897
Appropriations over/under (-) spending limits.............ccccoeeenee --- -23 --- -28,489
Mass Transit Category Spending
Mass Transit Spending LImits *.............cccooovrierirereeeeeeeeeeee s 4,639 5,275
Total Enacted, Mass Transit Spending........ccccccceveeeviiiicivineeeeeeenn, 4,639
Total Enacted, Mass Transit Category Spending........ccccceceeevvviunnns 4,639
Appropriations over/under (-) spending limits............cccccceeeeeen, -5,275
Conservation Category Spending
Conservation Spending Limits ...........o.cooevevrevereereeeeeeseeeeneen, N/A N/A 1,760 1,232
Amount Provided in P.L. 107-63, Department of the Interior
and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2002.............cc.ccu.e.e. N/A N/A 1,320 1,104
Total Enacted, Conservation Category Spending.........c.cccceeeernnne N/A N/A 1,320 1,104

Appropriations over/under (-) spending limits.............cccccceeenee N/A N/A -440 -128




Table 6.
ENACTED APPROPRIATIONS AS OF November 23, 2001
(in millions of dollars)

FY 2001 EFY 2002
BA Outlays BA Outlays
Other Discretionary Spending

Other Discretionary Spending Limits ] 640,803 620,392 546,945 537,383
Amount Previously Enacted............ccccvviiiiiiiiiiee e 640,801 620,350 73 1,549
Amount Provided in P.L. 107-63, Department of the Interior

and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2002...............cccuueeeee. N/A N/A 17,794 18,009
Amount Provided in P.L. 107-64, Military Construction

Appropriations ACt, 2002..........oocuiiiiiieeae e N/A N/A 10,502 8,430
Amount Provided in P.L. 107-66, Energy and Water

Development Appropriations Act, 2002..........ccccevveeeeeiiiniiiiiieeenn. N/A N/A 24,574 24,563
Amount Provided in P.L. 107-67, Treasury and General

Government Appropriations Act, 2002..........ccceeeveeeieiiiiiiiiiieeeennn N/A N/A 17,068 16,543
Amount Provided in P.L. 107-68, Legislative Branch

Appropriations ACt, 2002.........coouiiiiiiieee e N/A N/A 2,974 2,967

Total Enacted, Other Discretionary Spending..............cccccuvveeeeeennn. 640,801 620,350 72,985 72,061
Appropriations over/under (-) spending limits.............cccccoeeenee -2 -42  -473,960 -465,322
Total Discretionary Spending

Total Discretionary Spending limits .............cccoveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeens 640,803 651,951 548,705 572,379
Amount Previously Enacted.............ccccviiieieiii e 640,801 651,886 73 1,549
Amount Provided in P.L. 107-63, Department of the Interior

and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2002................ccee..... N/A N/A 19,114 19,113
Amount Provided in P.L. 107-64, Military Construction

Appropriations Act, 2002.............cooiviiiiiiiie e N/A N/A 10,502 8,430
Amount Provided in P.L. 107-66, Energy and Water

Development Appropriations Act, 2002............ccccceveveiiviviveeeeeee, N/A N/A 24,574 24,563




Table 6.
ENACTED APPROPRIATIONS AS OF November 23, 2001
(in millions of dollars)

FY 2001 FY 2002
BA Outlays BA Outlays
Amount Provided in P.L. 107-67, Treasury and General
Government Appropriations Act, 2002..........c.c.cceeveeeiiiiiiiiiiieieeeeenn, N/A N/A 17,068 16,543
Amount Provided in P.L. 107-68, Legislative Branch
ApPPropriations Act, 2002............cceeeeeeeeeerereressesssseeeeenenes N/A N/A 2,974 2,967
Total Enacted, Total Discretionary Spending...............ccccvvvvveeernnn. 640,801 651,886 74,305 73,165
Appropriations Over/Under (-) Spending Limits........c.ccccccceevnns -2 -65  -474,400 -499,214

! FY 2001 and FY 2002 limits are the limits included in the August Update Report that was transmitted to the Congress on
August 22, 2001. They include: enacted emergency appropriations and released contingent emergency appropriations, as
permitted under the Budget Enforcement Act (BEA) of 1997.




CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE Dan L. Crippen
U.S. CONGRESS Director
WASHINGTON, DC 20515

November 15.2001

Honorable Mitchell E. Daniels Jr.
Director

Office of Management and Budget
Washington, DC 20503

Dear Mr. Daniels:

The Congressional Budget Office, after consultation with the Committees on
the Budget of the House of Representatives and the Senate, provides the
enclosed estimates of budget authority, outlays, and revenues for the following
bills:

e P.L. 107-63, the Department of Interior and Related Agencies Appropriation Acts,
2002;

e P.L.107-64, the Military Construction Appropriations Act, 2002;

e P.L.107-66, the Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act,
2002;

e P.L.107-67, the Treasury and General Government Appropriations Act, 2002;

e P.L.107-68, the Legislative Branch Appropriations Act, 2002; and

* H.R. 2620, the Departments of Veterans’and Housing and Urban
Development and Independent Agencies Appropriations Act, 2002.

These estimates are required by section 251 of the Balanced Budget and
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985.



Honorable Mitchell E, Daniels Jr.
Page 2

This information has been provided to OMB staff, and we will be happy to provide
additional information if necessary. The CBO staff contacts are Jodi Gapps (for Interior),
Bob Sempsey (for Military Construction), Amy Wendholt (for Energy and Water),
Catherine Little (for Treasury, and Veterans’and Housing and Urban Development), and
Janet Airis (for Legislative Branch), They can be reached at 226-2850.

Sipcerely,

B At

Dan .. Cripp=n

A
o Tenar



Table 1. Estimated Discretionary Budgetary Impact of Fiseal Year 2002 Appropriations Bills as Passed by the Congress,

Through November &, 2001

Fiscal Year 2002. in Millions of Dallarg

Mop-Emergencies Emergencies Total
BA Outlays BA Outlays BA  Outays
Discretionary Appropriations

Interior (P.L. 107-63)
General purpose 17400 16,899 400 289 17,800 16,988
Subitotal 187200 17,728 100 289 19,120 18,017
Military Conswuction (P.L. 107-64) 10500 9,150 o 0 10500 9.190
Enzrgy and Water (P.L. 107-88) 24,596 4,770 o 0 24596 24770
Tressury (P 107-67) 17,068 16,256 1] 0 17068 156236
Lezgislative Branch (PL. 107-5E) 2974 2841 0 0 2974 2041
Veterans' and Hovsing and Urban Development (HE. 26200 _§3934 B8463 1500 D E5434 REA53
Tatzl 157,793 159348 1,900 289 159693 159637

SOURCE: Congressional Budgst Office.
NOTES:  BA = Budget Authority
P L. = Public Lawr
Extimanes include outlys ievulling fiom approgeristions presdded bn prior yesrs,




Table 2. Estimated Pay-As-You-Go Budgetary Impact of Fiscal Year 2002 Appropriations Bills as Passed by the
Congress, Through November 9,2001

By Fiscal Year, in Millions of Dollars

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Pay-As-You-Go Estimate—Changesin Receipts

Bontanic Garden gifts and donations 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(Legislative Branch)

EPA registration fees -24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Manufactured housing fees -8 -9 -9 -10 -10 -10 -11 -1 -11
(Veterans’and Housing and
Urban Development)

Total Changes -30 -9 -9 -10 -10 -10 -1 -11 -11

SOURCE: Congressional Budget Office

NOTE: Only amount in the budget year and the subsequent four years are counted for purposes of enforcing pay-as-you-go

procedures.

2010

-12

-12





